Health Indicators and Risk Estimates by
Community Health Assessment Geographic Area

&
Local Health Departments

Michigan Behavioral Risk Factor Survey

1998-2002

Selected Tables

Division of Epidemiology Services
Bureau of Epidemiology
Michigan Department of Community Health



£+ MICHIGAN BRFS REGIONAL & LHD ESTIMATES 1998-2002 APRIL 8, 2004 ¥

Preface

The Michigan Behavioral Risk Factor Survey (BRFS) is a statewide, random-digit
dialed telephone survey of adult residents aged 18 years and older. State-specific,
population-based prevalence estimates and confidence interval limits of health
behaviors and chronic conditions are calculated based on this survey. Region-
specific, and local health department-specific prevalence rates can also be computed if
sample size allows.

A combined 1998-2002 Michigan BRFS dataset maximized the sample size to
calculate prevalence estimates by Community Health Assessment Region (CHAR) and
Local Health Department (LHD). The 1998-2002 estimates, which are presented in the
following tables, have been weighted to adjust for the probabilities of selection, and a
post-stratification weighting factor that adjusts for the distribution of Michigan adults by
age, sex, and race/ethnicity at the state level. Data that were only collected every
other year, such as high blood pressure, and cholesterol also contain data from the
year 1997, but this is noted in the table. No additional weighting factors have been
computed for the regional or local health department level.

If you have any questions about these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook, MDCH at
CookM1@michigan.gov.

Prepared April 8, 2004.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
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Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 1: Health Status
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area General Health,
Fair or Poor®

IMichigan Total 13.8+0.6
Region 1 14.1*09
Livingston 6.7+3.2
Macomb 124 +£2.2
Monroe 106 £4.9
Oakland 11.6+1.6

St. Clair 14.8+45
Washtenaw 8.8+28
City of Detroit 22028
Wayne exc. Detroit 143120
Region 2 13.5+24
Genesee 14.2+3.0
Lapeer 12.1+£3.0
Shiawassee 10.8+5.2
Region 3 124+*34
Jackson 14.4+48
Lenawee 9.7+438
Region 4 11.2%2.0
Barry-Eaton 11.6+£4.2
Mid-Michigan® 171+ 4.4
Ingham 99+25
Region 5 13.6+24
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 147146
Calhoun 17.9+5.2
Kalamazoo 10.0 £ 3.1

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 1 Cont'd

Geographic Area

General Health,
Fair or Poor®

IMichigan Total 13.8 £ 0.6
Region 6 12.0+ 3.0
Van Buren-Cass 12.3+4.5
Berrien 11.8+4.0
Region 7 12.0+1.5
Allegan 9.1+3.9
lonia 15979
Kent 125+1.9
Mid-Michigan® 171+44
Ottawa 8.0+29
Region 8 143 2.7
District #10 16.4 + 3.5
Muskegon 11.4+£4.0
Region 9 13.9£25
District #2 214+6.7
District #4 16.4+5.6
Northwest Michigan 11.6+4.8
Benzie-Leelanau 7.1+£6.0
Grand Traverse 10.1+£4.5
Region 10 16.0 £ 2.7
Bay 19.8 £6.6
Huron 1137.0
Saginaw 17.3+4.2
Sanilac 104x7.0
Tuscola 13.5+£6.3
Region 11 16.4 + 3.1
Central Michigan 19.8+4.3
Midland 9.6+ 3.6

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 1 Cont'd

Geographic Area General Health,
Fair or Poor®

IMichigan Total 13.8 £ 0.6

Region 12 16.3+ 3.1

Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 18.3+8.8

Western Upper Peninsula 21.3+7.6
Delta-Menominee 13.8+6.2
Chippewa 22.8+10.6
Dickinson-Iron 14379
Marquette 10557

" Proportion of respondents who said their health, in general, was fair or poor.

P The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot,
land Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is
a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan
estimate.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 2: Health Care Coverage
Among Adults 18 - 64 Years of Age
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)

Geographic Area No Health Care
Coverage®
IMichigan Total 11.1£0.6
Region 1 10.6£1.0
Livingston 9.3+4.7
Macomb 10.0+£2.5
Monroe 81+54
Oakland 7.5+£1.8
St. Clair 9.1+4.2
Washtenaw 8430
City of Detroit 174+ 3.0
Wayne exc. Detroit 10.3+21
Region 2 11.6+2.7
Genesee 14.0+3.5
Lapeer 56+3.9
Shiawassee 53+51
Region 3 9.6+3.5
Jackson 10.5+4.38
Lenawee 8.7+51
Region 4 7.5%2.0
Barry-Eaton 7.8+4.3
Mid-Michigan® 8.8+3.6
Ingham 7628
Region 5 12.3+29
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 15.1+5.8
Calhoun 15.2+6.1
Kalamazoo 83+34

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 2 Cont'd
Geographic Area No Health Care
Coverage®
IMichigan Total 11.1+£0.6
Region 6 13.0+4.2
Van Buren-Cass 83146
Berrien 16.9+6.4
Region 7 8.8+x1.5
Allegan 10.1+£5.3
lonia 5745
Kent 9920
Mid-Michigan® 8.8+3.6
Ottawa 53+27
Region 8 15134
District #10 13.3+3.8
Muskegon 174 +5.9
Region 9 16.5+ 3.5
District #2 19.1+ 8.1
District #4 20.2+7.8
Northwest Michigan 1867.9
Benzie-Leelanau 6.6+57
Grand Traverse 12358
Region 10 8.8+24
Bay 6.6 +4.0
Huron 2.3+3.5°
Saginaw 10.3+4.0
Sanilac 13.1+£9.5
Tuscola 8.6+6.5
Region 11 12.6 3.5
Central Michigan 16.2+5.1
Midland 6.0+ 3.3

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 2 Cont'd

Geographic Area

No Health Care

Coverage®

IMichigan Total 11.1+£0.6
Region 12 16.6 + 3.9
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 27.1+12.6
Western Upper Peninsula 175+ 8.0
Delta-Menominee 10.9+5.9
Chippewa 20.4 £10.9
Dickinson-Iron 13.1+£11.6
Marquette 15.3+9.7

Jkind of health care coverage.

and Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counti

estimate.

° Confidence interval includes 0.

P Proportion of respondents ages 18-64 who said that they did not have any

° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot,

a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan

es, while Montcalm is

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 3: Weight Status
by Community Health Assessment Region & Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Obese® Overweight” |Not Overweight®

IMichigan Total 23.9+0.8 36.81+0.9 39.3%0.9
Region 1 23.9+1.2 36.0+1.4 401%1.4
Livingston 19.1+5.6 323+6.7 486+7.2
Macomb 226+3.0 346+3.3 428+3.5
Monroe 23.7+6.4 39.2+7.5 37273
Oakland 201122 355+27 445+2.8

St. Clair 241+59 35.0+6.5 409+6.7
Washtenaw 18.2+3.9 334147 484 +5.0
City of Detroit 324+33 372+34 304+3.2
Wayne exc. Detroit 243126 371129 38.6+29
Region 2 24631 38.3+3.6 37.0+£3.5
Genesee 26.1+3.8 37143 36.9+4.2
Lapeer 21774 38.5+£9.3 39.7+9.5
Shiawassee 198+ 7.1 451 +£9.2 35.1+£9.0
Region 3 26.8+4.7 36.8 5.1 36.4+5.2
Jackson 28.2+6.3 355+6.5 36.3+6.8
Lenawee 249+7.0 38.5+8.0 36.6+8.0
Region 4 223+29 354+34 423 +35
Barry-Eaton 23.3+57 36.5+6.6 40.3+6.7
Mid-Michigan® 25.3+5.3 36.2+5.9 38.6+5.9
Ingham 224+40 32647 451+5.0
Region 5 26.5+3.3 38.0+3.5 35.6+3.4
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 33.6+6.6 329+6.0 33.6+£6.0
Calhoun 31.2+64 40470 28.4+6.1
Kalamazoo 184 +41 40.1£5.5 415154
Region 6 224+41 37.6%5.0 40.1 5.1
Van Buren-Cass 222+6.2 36.8+7.2 41075
Berrien 225+56 38.2+6.9 39.3+7.0

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 3 Cont'd

Geographic Area Obese® Overweight” |Not Overweight®
IMichigan Total 23.9+0.8 36.8+0.9 39.3%0.9
Region 7 21.3+20 37.2+24 415+24
Allegan 26.8 + 6.6 346x7.0 385+7.3
lonia 23585 38.7+£10.0 37.7+£10.1
Kent 19.8+24 37.3+3.0 42.9+3.0
Mid-Michigan® 253+5.3 36.2+5.9 38.6+5.9
Ottawa 17.1+4.2 41.0+5.7 419+5.6
Region 8 24.7+34 36.9%+3.9 38.5+3.9
District #10 258+44 37.8+5.0 36.4+49
Muskegon 23154 356+6.3 41.3+6.3
Region 9 246*34 38.4%+3.8 37.0+3.7
District #2 27.8+7.38 42.0+8.9 30.2+7.8
District #4 26.7+6.8 39.5+7.8 33.8+7.6
Northwest Michigan 25.0+6.6 353175 39.7+7.5
Benzie-Leelanau 19.2+96 46.6 £12.5 341112
Grand Traverse 21173 34.4+£8.0 445+84
Region 10 26.6 * 3.6 37.4+3.9 359+3.9
Bay 23.7+71 389+8.2 37.5+8.1
Huron 26.4 +11.2 34.3+13.3 39.3+13.5
Saginaw 29.2+57 36.5+5.7 29.2+57
Sanilac 22.2+10.0 3711124 40.7+12.6
Tuscola 26.1+95 40.7 £10.7 33.21+10.6
Region 11 221+35 37544 40445
Central Michigan 22646 36.3+5.6 411+538
Midland 21151 39.8+6.8 39.1+6.8

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 3 Cont'd
Geographic Area Obese’® Overweight® |Not Overweight®

|Michigan Total 23.9+0.8 36.8%+0.9 39.3%+0.9
Region 12 24137 379143 38.0+x44
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 32.9+10.9 31.4+£10.2 35.7+11.3
Western Upper Peninsula 27.9+8.3 38.8+8.9 33.3+84
Delta-Menominee 26.1+£8.3 38.0£9.3 36.0+9.2
Chippewa 22.3+10.8 459+13.3 31.7+12.1
Dickinson-Iron 153+7.38 43.6+11.9 411+£11.7
Marquette 19.7 £ 8.3 32.3+10.0 48.1 +11.1

in meters)z]. Weight and height are self-reported.

® Obese was defined as the proportion of respondents whose BMI = 30.0.
P Overweight was defined as the proportion of respondents whose BMI = 25.0 and < 30.0.
° Not overweight was defined as the proportion of respondents whose BMI was < 25.0.

[ The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4
counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

Note: Body Mass Index (BMI) is defined as weight (in kilograms) divided by height (in meters) squared [weight in kg/(height

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 4: Leisure-time Physical Activity
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)

Geographic Area No Activity®

IMichigan Total 23.5%0.7
Region 1 23.5%1.2
Livingston 17.7+£5.3
Macomb 23229
Monroe 224+6.5
Oakland 18.6+2.1

St. Clair 20.3+5.0
Washtenaw 16.0+ 3.5
City of Detroit 33.1+£3.3
Wayne exc. Detroit 243125
Region 2 27.2+31
Genesee 26.6 £3.7
Lapeer 27.0+7.9
Shiawassee 30.5+8.3
Region 3 242+4.4
Jackson 205+5.2
Lenawee 29273
Region 4 21.0£238
Barry-Eaton 19.1+£5.2
Mid-Michigan® 23.5+4.8
Ingham 21.6+4.1
Region 5 23.6+3.0
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 23.0+54
Calhoun 28.3+6.1
Kalamazoo 21145

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 4 Cont'd

Geographic Area No Activity®
IMichigan Total 23.5%0.7
Region 6 249*4.2
Van Buren-Cass 24.0+6.2
Berrien 256+5.38
Region 7 20.7+1.9
Allegan 223+6.1
lonia 295195
Kent 202+24
Mid-Michigan® 235+4.8
Ottawa 16.8+4.2
Region 8 253+34
District #10 258+43
Muskegon 24655
Region 9 243+33
District #2 28.1+8.1
District #4 27.0+6.8
Northwest Michigan 242+6.5
Benzie-Leelanau 18.8+9.5
Grand Traverse 20.2+6.9
Region 10 244+34
Bay 18.6 + 6.1
Huron 21.9+10.9
Saginaw 249149
Sanilac 32.1+£12.1
Tuscola 271+£10.3
Region 11 24.7+3.8
Central Michigan 27.9+5.2
Midland 184 +4.7

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 4 Cont'd
Geographic Area No Activity®
IMichigan Total 23.5%0.7
Region 12 242+3.6
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 27.4+£10.0
Western Upper Peninsula 221175
Delta-Menominee 28.3+84
Chippewa 18.8+£9.3
Dickinson-Iron 26.2+9.6
Marquette 21.2+8.6
* Proportion of respondents who reported that they did not participate in any
physical activities, recreation, or exercises in their leisure time (such as running,
golf, or walking for exercise) within the past month.
° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a
Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 5: Fruit & Vegetable Consumption
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998, 2000, 2002
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area <5 times/day®

IMichigan Total 76.4+0.9
Region 1 759+1.5
Livingston 71.6+£8.3
Macomb 77.8+3.6
Monroe 80.6+7.5
Oakland 754 +3.0
St. Clair 76.2+7.1
Washtenaw 70556
City of Detroit 77.3+3.9
Wayne exc. Detroit 76.5 £ 3.1
Region 2 77.3%3.9
Genesee 75.5+47
Lapeer 82.7+9.2
Shiawassee 81.7+9.2
Region 3 75.7+5.9
Jackson 7567.5
Lenawee 75894
Region 4 79.1%+3.5
Barry-Eaton 78.8+6.8
Mid-Michigan® 829+57
Ingham 78.8+5.0
Region 5 76.9+3.9
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 81.7+6.3
Calhoun 74276
Kalamazoo 75264

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 5 Cont'd
Geographic Area <5 times/day®
IMichigan Total 76.4+0.9
Region 6 76.3+5.3
Van Buren-Cass 78973
Berrien 74275
Region 7 77524
Allegan 77.0+7.6
lonia 84.8+£8.5
Kent 76.2+3.0
Mid-Michigan® 82.9+57
Ottawa 75.7+5.8
Region 8 73.8+4.6
District #10 70.2+6.0
Muskegon 789+7.2
Region 9 77.2%4.0
District #2 74.3+10.3
District #4 814+76
Northwest Michigan 79.8+7.1
Benzie-Leelanau® —
Grand Traverse 75387
Region 10 81.7%+3.6
Bay 85.1+6.5
Huron® —
Saginaw 816157
Sanilac’ —
Tuscola 83.4+8.7
Region 11 741 %49
Central Michigan 73.4+6.6
Midland 75.6 £ 6.1

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 5 Cont'd

Geographic Area

<5 times/day®

IMichigan Total 76.4+0.9
Region 12 70.8+5.1

Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft’ —

Western Upper Peninsula 70.6 £10.4
Delta-Menominee 75.7+104
Chippewa® —

Dickinson-Iron 70.8 +13.3
Marquette 63.4£13.2

(Sample size < 50)

" Proportion of respondents whose total reported consumption of fruits (including juice)
Jand vegetables was less than 5 times per day.

” The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
IMontcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7
county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

° Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but respondents
from this local health department were included in the regional prevalence estimate.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 6: High Blood Pressure
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1997, 1999, 2001
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Ever Told High
Blood Pressure®

IMichigan Total 25.5%1.0
Region 1 259*1.5
Livingston 15.8+6.7
Macomb 26.0+£3.7
Monroe 25991
Oakland 245+3.0

St. Clair 254+7.3
Washtenaw 17.7£4.7
City of Detroit 325+4.2
Wayne exc. Detroit 25.0+3.3
Region 2 26.3+3.9
Genesee 25.0+4.6
Lapeer 30.8+10.9
Shiawassee 27.8+10.0
Region 3 25.2+6.0
Jackson 254 +8.0
Lenawee 24990
Region 4 23.9*3.8
Barry-Eaton 228+7.2
Mid-Michigan® 299+72
Ingham 24155
Region 5 26.9+4.1
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 30277
Calhoun 30.4+8.5
Kalamazoo 227+5.8

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 6 Cont'd

Geographic Area Ever Told High
Blood Pressure®

IMichigan Total 25.5+1.0
Region 6 26.2+5.8
Van Buren-Cass 17.2+6.9
Berrien 33.3+8.5
Region 7 22528
Allegan 26.3+8.7
lonia 22.3+11.1
Kent 19936
Mid-Michigan® 29.9+7.2
Ottawa 223+6.4
Region 8 25.5%43
District #10 28.6 £ 6.1
Muskegon 215159
Region 9 28.4+4.6
District #2 279+9.6
District #4 38.9+10.3
Northwest Michigan 25386

Benzie-Leelanau® —

Grand Traverse 18.4+9.2
Region 10 27445
Bay 291192
Huron® —
Saginaw 255+6.5
Sanilac® —
Tuscola 234119
Region 11 247+51
Central Michigan 26.8+6.5
Midland 20.6 £8.3

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 6 Cont'd

Geographic Area

Ever Told High
Blood Pressure®

IMichigan Total 255%1.0
Region 12 23.5%4.38
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 321 +£13.7
Western Upper Peninsula 23.9+9.8
Delta-Menominee 23.2+10.7
Chippewa® —
Dickinson-Iron® —
Marquette 16.4 £ 10.0

professional that their blood pressure was high.

estimate.

prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)

" Proportion of respondents who said that they had ever been told by a health

P The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot,
Iand Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is
a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan

> Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but
respondents from this local health department were included in the regional

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 7: Cholesterol
by Community Health Assessment Region & Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1997, 1999, 2001
(% + 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Cholesterol Ever Ever Told Cholesterol
Checked® Cholesterol Was | Checked Within
High® Past 5 Years®

[Michigan Total 77.6+1.0 321+1.2 72.7+11
Region 1 79115 31.5+1.38 749+1.6
Livingston 75.7+8.7 289+9.5 70.1+£9.0
Macomb 819+35 35.7+45 77.5+3.8
Monroe 67.7 £10.5 29.0+11.0 65.1+10.6
Oakland 825+29 33.9+36 79.0+3.0
St. Clair 788+75 29.3+9.0 755+7.8
Washtenaw 79.2+54 24.0+6.1 68.9+6.2
City of Detroit 726+4.0 30.0+4.8 70.2+4.1
Wayne exc. Detroit 81.4+3.2 30.7+3.9 76.5+3.5
Region 2 77.2+ 41 36.3+5.0 72.8+4.3
Genesee 76.5+4.9 37.5%6.1 73.0%£5.1
Lapeer 73.2+12.1 34.0+127 64.1+12.5
Shiawassee 84.8+8.3 33.0+11.9 80.3+94
Region 3 78.8+5.9 39.1%+7.6 721 +6.4
Jackson 77.3+8.2 37.4+£10.2 69.7 £ 8.8
Lenawee 80.7+84 41.0+11.5 75.0+9.3
Region 4 76.9+4.0 324+438 72.0+4.2
Barry-Eaton 76.7+7.6 38.3+9.7 704 8.0
Mid-Michigan® 78074 38.3+8.7 746177
Ingham 76.9+55 257 +6.1 722+59
Region 5 79.2%+39 27547 726+4.3
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 74677 29.9+8.7 67.2+8.2
Calhoun 848+64 29.7+9.3 79375
Kalamazoo 79.4+58 246+6.9 72.8+6.4

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 7 Cont'd

Geographic Area Cholesterol Ever Ever Told Cholesterol
Checked® Cholesterol Was | Checked Within
High® Past 5 Years®
|[Michigan Total 77.6%1.0 321%1.2 72711
Region 6 744161 29.7+6.9 69.4 6.4
Van Buren-Cass 721 +£9.8 36.0+11.2 69.8 £ 10.0
Berrien 76177 25.0+8.6 69.0+84
Region 7 78.8%+3.0 29.0+34 721+33
Allegan 78.3+8.38 27.7+10.2 68.9+9.7
lonia 80.2+11.1 —° 66.6 + 13.3
Kent 78.1+4.1 299146 71644
Mid-Michigan® 78074 38.3+8.7 746177
Ottawa 80.3+6.5 271+75 754+7.0
Region 8 740147 33.0+54 69.2+49
District #10 75.8+6.1 374+73 729+6.3
Muskegon 718+7.4 27.0+7.6 64.4+7.7
Region 9 76.8 +4.7 33.6+55 71.5+5.1
District #2 78.1+10.7 46.5+12.7 748 +11.2
District #4 71.8+10.0 38.8+11.9 67.0 £ 10.3
Northwest Michigan 81.7 £ 8.1 29.5+10.0 759+87
Benzie-Leelanau® — — —
Grand Traverse 73.9+11.6 21.1+£10.9 66.8 +12.4
Region 10 73.6149 36.5%+5.7 68.6 £ 5.1
Bay 68.5+10.4 36.1+11.6 63.6 + 10.6
Huron® — — —
Saginaw 774 +71 39.7+84 74174
Sanilac® — — —
Tuscola 73.0+13.2 —° 67.3+13.8
Region 11 72.8%6.0 37.1%+6.8 69.6 £ 6.1
Central Michigan 72.0+7.3 40.0+8.5 67.8+7.5
Midland 744 +10.4 31.4+11.1 73.0+10.4

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 7 Cont'd

Geographic Area Cholesterol Ever Ever Told Cholesterol
Checked® Cholesterol Was | Checked Within
High® Past 5 Years®
|[Michigan Total 77.6%1.0 321%1.2 72711
Region 12 73.3+54 34.2%+6.2 66.7 £ 5.6
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 81.7+12.0 —° 74.7 £ 13.1
Western Upper Peninsula 63.3+12.0 446 £ 14.5 61.3+12.1
Delta-Menominee 76.3+11.2 29.2+13.6 71.2+11.9
Chippewa® — — —
Dickinson-Iron® — — —
Marquette 78.6 £ 12.0 29.8+12.9 67.3+13.0

was high.

” Respondents who reported ever having had their cholesterol checked.

Iincluded in the regional prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)

b Among respondents who reported having had their cholesterol checked, the proportion who had been told that their cholesterol

° Proportion of respondents who reported having had their cholesterol checked within the last five years.

 The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4
counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

° Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but respondents from this local health department were

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 8: Current Smoking Status
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Current Smoker®

IMichigan Total 25.3+0.8
Region 1 25.2+1.2
Livingston 219158
Macomb 29.0+3.2
Monroe 27.7+£6.9
Oakland 21824

St. Clair 298 +6.1
Washtenaw 17.3+3.7
City of Detroit 29.1+3.2
Wayne exc. Detroit 257126
Region 2 26.9 £ 3.2
Genesee 27139
Lapeer 289+84
Shiawassee 24.0 £ 81
Region 3 25.7*45
Jackson 27.7+59
Lenawee 231741
Region 4 23.8%+3.0
Barry-Eaton 26.1+5.9
Mid-Michigan® 23.6+5.0
Ingham 23.3+4.2
Region 5 241+31
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 294 +6.0
Calhoun 28.2+6.4
Kalamazoo 17.8 £41

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 8 Cont'd
Geographic Area Current Smoker®

IMichigan Total 25.3+0.8
Region 6 24245
Van Buren-Cass 26.0+6.6
Berrien 229+6.1
Region 7 23.2+21
Allegan 289+6.8
lonia 274 +8.9
Kent 234+26
Mid-Michigan® 23.6+5.0
Ottawa 174 +£45
Region 8 27435
District #10 23.3+4.2
Muskegon 33.1+6.0
Region 9 28.6 £ 3.5
District #2 32.7+8.0
District #4 292+7.3
Northwest Michigan 25.7+6.8
Benzie-Leelanau 13.4+7.38
Grand Traverse 33.8+8.0
Region 10 27.7+3.6
Bay 31.1+7.9
Huron 30.7+12.6
Saginaw 23549
Sanilac 33.2+12.6
Tuscola 30.3+9.7
Region 11 26.1+4.0
Central Michigan 26.3+5.1
Midland 256+6.2

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 8 Cont'd

Geographic Area

Current Smoker®

IMichigan Total 25.3+0.8
Region 12 23.9*3.6
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 38.2+11.0
Western Upper Peninsula 235176
Delta-Menominee 246 +8.3
Chippewa 19.1+£9.3
Dickinson-Iron 19.5+£8.0
Marquette 19.3+7.8

Icigarettes in their life and that they smoke cigarettes now.

 Proportion of respondents who reported that they had ever smoked at least 100

° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region
7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 9: Diabetes
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Ever Told Have

Diabetes®

IMichigan Total 7.2%0.4
Region 1 74%0.7
Livingston 50129
Macomb 5714
Monroe 40+25
Oakland 72+14

St. Clair 9.2+3.6
Washtenaw 53+20
City of Detroit 10.9+21
Wayne exc. Detroit 70+14
Region 2 7.2%138
Genesee 7322
Lapeer 6.7+47
Shiawassee 7.0+45
Region 3 9.2+3.2
Jackson 9.8+4.0
Lenawee 8.3+54
Region 4 6.1+£1.5
Barry-Eaton 3.6+21
Mid-Michigan® 8.2+3.3
Ingham 6.6+23
Region 5 74+18
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 7.8+3.1
Calhoun 76+34
Kalamazoo 7.0+£3.0

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 9 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Told Have

Diabetes®

IMichigan Total 7.2%04
Region 6 6.0+21
Van Buren-Cass 6.6 +3.4
Berrien 55+26
Region 7 6.0+1.1
Allegan 6.5+3.9
lonia 8.3+6.5
Kent 58+1.3
Mid-Michigan® 8.2+3.3
Ottawa 46+23
Region 8 7.2+1.8
District #10 74124
Muskegon 7.0+28
Region 9 7419
District #2 9.5+4.6
District #4 9.7+4.6
Northwest Michigan 6.5+3.3
Benzie-Leelanau 11979
Grand Traverse 2.0+25°
Region 10 7319
Bay 75141
Huron 52148
Saginaw 9.7+3.2
Sanilac 4.1+4.8°
Tuscola 3.1+£3.0
Region 11 8.8+23
Central Michigan 9.6+3.0
Midland 7.1+£3.3

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 9 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Told Have
Diabetes®
IMichigan Total 7.2%04
Region 12 7121
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 10.0+6.5
Western Upper Peninsula 7.3+4.6
Delta-Menominee 72146
Chippewa 76+6.8
Dickinson-Iron 46+4.2
Marquette 6.4+4.5
" Proportion of respondents who reported that they had ever been told that they had
diabetes (gestational diabetes excluded).
® The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
IMontcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7
county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.
° Confidence interval includes 0.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 10: Alcohol Consumption
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1999-2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Heavy Drinking® | Binge Drinking®

[Michigan Total 5.6 0.5 17.8+0.9
Region 1 Total 54+0.38 17.8+1.3
Livingston 4.0+3.5 184 +71
Macomb 7025 221 +3.7
Monroe 5039 19.7 £ 8.1
Oakland 52+15 16.9+2.6

St. Clair 8.0+45 16.0 £ 6.1
Washtenaw 6.0 £3.1 139144
City of Detroit 39+1.6 13.7+ 3.0
Wayne exc. Detroit 58+1.7 20.3+2.9
Region 2 Total 3619 129+ 3.1
Genesee 42+24 13.9+3.8
Lapeer 3.7+50° 126 +£7.7
Shiawassee 0° 76154
Region 3 Total 42+27 17.6 £ 5.1
Jackson 3.7+29 176 £6.5
Lenawee 49+50° 17.7+8.3
Region 4 Total 6.1+2.3 19.6 £ 3.7
Barry-Eaton 40+3.3 18.9+6.6
Mid-Michigan® 6.2+ 3.6 18.4+6.0
Ingham 6.3+3.6 20.3+5.6
Region 5 Total 69+24 16.0 + 3.6
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 6.9+3.9 17.8 £+ 6.6
Calhoun 6.8+4.3 11.3+54
Kalamazoo 7.0+41 17.5+£6.0

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 10 Cont'd
Geographic Area Heavy Drinking® | Binge Drinkingb
[Michigan Total 5.6 0.5 17.8+0.9
Region 6 Total 59%3.2 154+48
Van Buren-Cass 8.8+57 20.6 £ 8.1
Berrien 3.8+3.6 11.4+£55
Region 7 Total 4.4%+1.2 174122
Allegan 27+27° 145+6.8
lonia 6.5+6.1 17.1+8.9
Kent 58+1.8 19.6 +2.9
Mid-Michigan® 6.2+ 3.6 18.4 6.0
Ottawa 1.8+1.8° 13.3+5.2
Region 8 Total 6.4+27 19.1+£4.0
District #10 6.2+ 3.1 18.0+5.2
Muskegon 6.6+4.8 20.7 +6.3
Region 9 Total 6.4+2.6 18.3+3.9
District #2 79+57 21.0+86
District #4 7.6+6.0 17.2+8.2
Northwest Michigan 6.7+£5.7 202179
Benzie-Leelanau 53+6.3° 15.1+£10.9
Grand Traverse 34+39° 154 7.7
Region 10 Total 7629 19.8+4.1
Bay 11473 27.6+9.7
Huron' — —
Saginaw 6.1+£3.2 15.0+51
Sanilac 8.2+8.2° 21.6+12.2
Tuscola 8.8+10.9° 19.9+12.1
Region 11 Total 6.1+3.0 21.2+4.7
Central Michigan 76+4.4 214 +6.3
Midland 3.6+2.0 20.8+6.8

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 10 Cont'd

Geographic Area Heavy Drinking® | Binge Drinking®
[Michigan Total 5.6 +0.5 17.8+0.9
Region 12 Total 7527 20.7+43
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 34+42° 12.7+£9.5
Western Upper Peninsula 8.8+6.6 23.9+10.0
Delta-Menominee 9.3+6.5 20.6+9.3
Chippewa’ — —
Dickinson-Iron 3.6+4.2° 13.8+8.3
Marquette 10.7+£7.7 28.8+11.9

past month.
° Confidence interval includes 0.

IMid-Michigan estimate.

" Proportion of respondents who said that they consumed 60 or more alcoholic drinks in the past month.
P Proportion of respondents who reported consuming five or more drinks on one occasion at least once in the

 Out 94 individuals, nobody reported consuming 60 or more alcoholic drinks in the past month.

° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and Montcalm. Clinton and
Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the

fSample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but respondents from this local health
department were included in the regional prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 11: Immunizations
Among Adults Aged 65 Years and Older
by Community Health Assessment Region

Michigan BRFS 1999, 2001, 2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)

Geographic Area

No Flu Shot in Past

Never Had a

Year® Pneumonia Shot”
IMichigan Total 33.9%+23 39.3+24
Region 1 36.4+£3.8 40.7 £ 3.9
Region 2 40.2+10.7 47.2+10.9
Region 3 25.0+10.9 39.7+124
Region 4 30.2+9.7 39.0+10.6
Region 5 252+77 32.7+85
Region 6 28.6 £ 13.2 37.7+14.1
Region 7 31.0+5.8 37.6+6.3
Region 8 36.3+10.0 40.5+10.2
Region 9 31.6+£8.1 34084
Region 10 38.4+£10.1 476+10.4
Region 11 29.0+9.9 31.1+£10.0
Region 12 41.2+10.9 38.3+10.8

Ithe past year.

Ipneumonia shot.

INote: Sample sizes were too small to compute prevalence estimates by local health
departments. (Sample size < 50)

" Proportion of respondents 65 years and older who said that they had not had a flu shot in

P Proportion of respondents 65 years and older who reported that had never had a

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 12: HIV Testing
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2002
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Ever Had an
HIV Test®
IMichigan Total 455%+1.0
Region 1 49.3%+1.5
Livingston 41175
Macomb 451 £ 3.7
Monroe 43.8£8.0
Oakland 458+ 3.0
St. Clair 426+7.2
Washtenaw 46.9+5.3
City of Detroit 63.7+ 3.6
Wayne exc. Detroit 479+3.2
Region 2 43.3%+3.9
Genesee 448 £4.6
Lapeer 42.3 +10.0
Shiawassee 36.0+9.7
Region 3 41659
Jackson 458+79
Lenawee 36.7 +8.8
Region 4 45.0 £ 3.8
Barry-Eaton 468+ 7.4
Mid-Michigan® 429+6.5
Ingham 446 +5.3
Region 5 445+4.0
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 41471
Calhoun 48.7£7.7
Kalamazoo 441 +6.1

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 12 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Had an
HIV Test®
IMichigan Total 455+1.0
Region 6 49.7 +5.7
Van Buren-Cass 56.2 + 8.2
Berrien 445+7.38
Region 7 416 2.6
Allegan 43.7 £ 8.2
lonia 39.2+10.5
Kent 42.9+3.3
Mid-Michigan® 429+6.5
Ottawa 37.8+6.0
Region 8 43.7+4.4
District #10 37.6+56
Muskegon 51.0+6.9
Region 9 45.0+4.4
District #2 40.3+10.2
District #4 34.5+£8.6
Northwest Michigan 50.7 £ 8.8
Benzie-Leelanau 49.5+13.5
Grand Traverse 50.7 £ 9.1
Region 10 38.314.3
Bay 40.0+8.8
Huron 222+11.9
Saginaw 41.5+6.6
Sanilac 40.7 £13.9
Tuscola 34.8+11.0
Region 11 36.21+4.9
Central Michigan 36.7+6.5
Midland 351+7.1

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 12 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Had an
HIV Test®
IMichigan Total 45.5%1.0
Region 12 40.8+4.8
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 48.3+13.2
Western Upper Peninsula 43.8+10.6
Delta-Menominee 36.7 +10.0
Chippewa 55.3+14.1
Dickinson-Iron 42.3+13.3
Marquette 28.5+10.1
r Proportion of respondents who reported that they had ever been tested for HIV,
apart from tests that were part of a blood donation.
° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
JMontcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7
county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 13: Asthma
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 2000-2002
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Ever Told Have Still Have
Asthma® Asthma®
|[Michigan Total 121 0.7 8.5+0.6
Region 1 13.0+1.2 9.0+1.0
Livingston 10.6+4.9 83144
Macomb 12929 7722
Monroe 13.2+6.3 12.3+6.2
Oakland 13.8+24 10.0+ 2.1
St. Clair 13.7+6.4 9.0+5.6
Washtenaw 154 +£45 11.3+£4.0
City of Detroit 144 +3.0 92+24
Wayne exc. Detroit 10.7+£2.3 74+1.9
Region 2 14.6 £ 3.2 10.0 2.7
Genesee 152+3.8 11.0+£34
Lapeer 16.6 £ 9.7 8.8+6.8
Shiawassee 95+59 6.4+5.0
Region 3 12.5+4.3 11.4+4.2
Jackson 129+ 54 11.6+5.3
Lenawee 12.0+6.9 11.1+£6.7
Region 4 12.8+2.9 9.0+£25
Barry-Eaton 10.3+5.3 73146
Mid-Michigan® 8.6 +3.7 6.7+3.3
Ingham 16.7 + 4.6 11.8+4.0
Region 5 10.9+27 8.1+23
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 10.2+45 82142
Calhoun 10.6 £4.5 7.7+£3.7
Kalamazoo 116+4.5 8.3+3.8

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 13 Cont'd

Geographic Area Ever Told Have Still Have
Asthma® Asthma®
IMichigan Total 121 0.7 8.5%0.6
Region 6 11.1+3.8 6.6+28
Van Buren-Cass 12.7+6.5 6.1+4.3
Berrien 9.8+44 7.0+£3.6
Region 7 9.3%1.6 6.6+14
Allegan 84148 6.5+4.4
lonia 10.9 £ 9.1 8.6 + 8.8°
Kent 8.7+1.8 57+14
Mid-Michigan® 8.6+3.7 6.7+3.3
Ottawa 10.2+41 7.2+£33
Region 8 9.2+24 6.2+2.0
District #10 10.6 £ 3.3 75+28
Muskegon 7.1+34 43125
Region 9 13.3+3.3 9.5%+27
District #2 221 +9.7 136174
District #4 134+64 10.8+5.6
Northwest Michigan 13.3+5.9 9.7+5.1
Benzie-Leelanau 7.4£7.0 5.7 £6.3°
Grand Traverse 7.2+51 56+45
Region 10 12.0+ 3.2 7.3+26
Bay 16.1£6.7 106 +5.6
Huron 13.7+115 10.0 £ 10.8°
Saginaw 74+3.6 3624
Sanilac 97196 5.0 £7.4°
Tuscola 21.6+£11.9 14.2+10.9
Region 11 12.0+ 3.3 9.1%+3.0
Central Michigan 11.0+4.3 85+3.8
Midland 14.2+5.2 104 +4.7

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 13 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Told Have Still Have
Asthma® Asthma”
IMichigan Total 121 +0.7 8.5+0.6
Region 12 11.8+3.3 8427
Luce-Mackinac-Alger-Schoolcraft 20.8+11.3 13.6+9.0
Western Upper Peninsula 8154 6.9+5.1
Delta-Menominee 8.8+6.0 79+58
Chippewa® — —
Dickinson-Iron 7.9+6.7 43+52°
Marquette 156 +9.0 8.6+5.9
" Proportion of respondents who reported that they had ever been told they have asthma.
b Proportion of respondents who reported that they still have asthma.
° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and Montcalm. Clinton and
Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the
Mid-Michigan estimate.
! Confidence interval includes 0.
° Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but respondents from this local
Ihealth department were included in the regional prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 14: Colorectal Cancer Screening

Among Adults Aged 50 Years and Older
by Community Health Assessment Region & Local Health Department

Michigan BRFS 1999, 2001, 2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)

Geographic Area

Ever Had a Blood

Had a Blood Stool Test

Stool Test® in Past 2 Years®
IMichigan Total 52.3+1.6 35.2%+1.5
Region 1 47.5%+2.6 31.9+25
Livingston 56.6 £ 14.0 439+ 141
Macomb 47.3+6.4 31.6+6.1
Monroe® — —
Oakland 527+5.0 32747
St. Clair 445+12.4 18.6 +9.3
Washtenaw 479+9.8 36.7£9.3
City of Detroit 435+6.7 33.7+6.5
Wayne exc. Detroit 465+5.5 31.6+5.1
Region 2 493+ 6.6 29.2+59
Genesee 51.8+8.3 31174
Lapeer® — —
Shiawassee 39.4+13.9 23.2+11.8
Region 3 53.6 9.2 30.5+8.3
Jackson 599+11.4 35.5+£10.9
Lenawee 449+14.9 236127
Region 4 61.7 £ 6.5 45.0+£6.7
Barry-Eaton 62.1+11.5 49.7 £ 11.8
Mid-Michigan® 60.2 + 11.1 40.7+11.3
Ingham 60.4+£9.5 428 +9.7
Region 5 50.8 £6.3 38.1%+6.3
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 45.9+10.6 32.7+9.9
Calhoun 46.9+12.0 33.0+11.3
Kalamazoo 58.0+£9.9 46.6 £10.5

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH

CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 14 Cont'd
Geographic Area Ever Had a Blood |Had a Blood Stool Test
Stool Test® in Past 2 Years®
IMichigan Total 52.311.6 35.2%1.5
Region 6 49.4%9.0 35.3+8.7
Van Buren-Cass 54.4 +13.4 38.7+13.2
Berrien 45.8+12.0 328+11.4
Region 7 62.3+4.3 43.8+4.4
Allegan 65.8+12.7 442 +13.2
lonia® — —
Kent 61.3+5.1 442 +54
Mid-Michigand 60.2 £ 11.1 40.7 £ 11.3
Ottawa 65.5+£10.5 45.6 £ 10.8
Region 8 53.8+6.7 347164
District #10 52.3 8.1 36.0£7.8
Muskegon 56.6 + 12.0 322+11.0
Region 9 57.6 6.2 38.216.1
District #2 56.1£12.5 34.7 £12.1
District #4 52.9+12.5 40.2+£12.2
Northwest Michigan 60.7 £ 11.8 41.7+£11.9
Benzie-Leelanau® — —
Grand Traverse® — —
Region 10° 54.3%6.9 35416.5
Region 11 55.8+7.1 36.4%16.9
Central Michigan 542+9.5 34.9+9.1
Midland 59.2+9.8 39.5+99
Region 12° 52.2%7.3 33.2%+741
* Proportion of respondents aged 50 years and older who said that they had ever used a blood stool test using a home Kkit.
P Proportion of respondents aged 50 years and older who reported that they had a blood stool test using a home kit in the
Jiast two vears.
° Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but respondents from this local health department
Were included in the regional prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)
 The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and Montcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region
4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7 county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.
P Sample sizes were too small to compute prevalence estimates by local health departments. (Sample size < 50)

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 15: Prostate Cancer Screening
Among Men Aged 50 Years and Older
by Community Health Assessment Region
Michigan BRFS 1999, 2001, 2002
(% £ 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Ever Had a PSA Test®

IMichigan Total 74.3+2.2
Region 1 74.7 £ 3.7
Region 2 73.6 £10.1
Region 3 74.5+12.3
Region 4 74.1+8.9
Region 5 68.8+9.3
Region 6 62.5+14.3
Region 7 79.9+£5.5
Region 8 72.0+£8.9
Region 9 76.4 £8.5
Region 10 80.3+8.2
Region 11 829+8.6
Region 12 61.5+£10.9

INote: Sample sizes were too small to compute prevalence estimates

by local health departments. (Sample size < 50)

° Proportion of male respondents age 50 years and older who said that

[they had ever had a prostate-specific antigen (PSA) blood test.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 16: Breast Cancer Screening
Among Women Aged 40 Years and Older
by Community Health Assessment Region

Michigan BRFS 1998-2000, 2002
(% = 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Had Clinical Breast Exam &
Mammography in Last Year®
IMichigan Total 55.2+1.7
Region 1 545+27
Region 2 609164
Region 3 59.0+9.7
Region 4 59.3+6.7
Region 5 492 +6.5
Region 6 493 +94
Region 7 53.4+45
Region 8 552+7.5
Region 9 59.3+6.9
Region 10 56.31+7.6
Region 11 55.1£8.1
Region 12 552176

Note: 2002 data included diagnostic tests; data from 1998-2000 excluded
diagnostic tests.

Note: Sample sizes were too small to compute prevalence estimates by local
health departments. (Sample size < 50)

" Proportion of women 40 and older who had both a clinical breast exam and
mammography in the past year.

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 17: Cervical Cancer Screening
Among Adult Women Aged 18 Years and Older
by Community Health Assessment Region
& Local Health Department
Michigan BRFS 1998-2000, 2002
(% + 95% Confidence Intervals)
Geographic Area Had Pap Test in Last
3 Years®
IMichigan Total 854+1.0
Region 1 85.4%+1.5
Livingston 84.0+8.5
Macomb 86.6 £ 3.4
Monroe 84.1+7.8
Oakland 88.4+28
St. Clair 8141738
Washtenaw 825+5.8
City of Detroit 86.9+34
Wayne exc. Detroit 825+ 3.7
Region 2 83.7+x4.1
Genesee 84.7+4.5
Lapeer 746 +15.6
Shiawassee 85.9+9.1
Region 3 84.31+6.2
Jackson 86.5+7.4
Lenawee 81.0+10.8
Region 4 90.0+3.3
Barry-Eaton 89.3+6.9
Mid-Michigan® 89.0+5.8
Ingham 89.5+4.5
Region 5 85.3+3.9
Branch-Hillsdale-St. Joseph 86.6 +6.4
Calhoun 80.2+8.2
Kalamazoo 87.4+58

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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Table 17 Cont'd

Geographic Area Had Pap Test in Last

3 Years®

IMichigan Total 85.4+1.0
Region 6 80.7+5.7
Van Buren-Cass 84.5+7.5
Berrien 774 £8.5
Region 7 86.1%+2.5
Allegan 84.2+8.8
lonia 84.3+10.7
Kent 85.56+3.2
Mid-Michigan® 89.0 +5.8
Ottawa 89.6 +5.1
Region 8 83.4%4.5
District #10 79.6+£6.2
Muskegon 88.4+£6.3
Region 9 87.2+3.8
District #2 788 +11.7
District #4 90.2+7.0
Northwest Michigan 83.2+84

Benzie-Leelanau® —

Grand Traverse 91.3+6.4
Region 10° 87.014.0
Region 11 83.9+47
Central Michigan 83.0+6.2
Midland 85.8+6.1
Region 12° 83.1%5.6

Note: 2002 data included diagnostic tests; data from 1998-2000 excluded diagnostic
tests.

" Proportion of all female respondents aged 18 years and older who had a Pap test
within the last 3 years.

° The Mid-Michigan District Health Department consists of Clinton, Gratiot, and
JMontcalm. Clinton and Gratiot are Region 4 counties, while Montcalm is a Region 7
county. All three counties were included in the Mid-Michigan estimate.

> Sample size was too small to compute a prevalence in this subgroup, but
respondents from this local health department were included in the regional
prevalence estimate. (Sample size < 50)

Any questions concerning these data, please contact Michelle L. Cook at MDCH
CookM1@michigan.gov
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